Gary, raul- FftL Oswald l’ile 


10/2 5/6 S 


lesteraey nud gave me a copy of 61 834, also GAI-FBI t;aJ C 3 W 2 IA, It ai.d ~ost R, 

and e copy of a staff nemo heeded "Questions For Federal Bureau of investigation”, 
uilh a carbon of xiankia's 3/26/64 It tr.e tc ±-o vor, drafted by Ftern cud Nillens* 
Tnis memo ia of five pages. As yet i hove not read it* 

^he CDB34 isiloover's letter of 5/4/64 to Rankin, listinr the content of the FBI 
^swsld fila. It ia nine r»ges. If you no not at o it, I 'll copy f?r you. is 

Bud's cony of a xerox. It. is not a xerox, so he has the original to him or 

, returned a borrowed copy* , * 

.L;; is hie bjiief tuis inventory of 69 i turns reflect a more FBI and other go ver foment 
interest in Oswald tuan the '■'ouuui ssion represents, i agree, after s too-hasty 
r tiding* Vui , I've be«in on tnis 11 ujy, h vo to 1 ave anon, mi v^nt to mail 
what I've already done, so I'll be brief. 1 have the sccu ulati^n of the CT trip 
tc clean up tleo* 

-If you- * ant. a copy from me, this is in ny "Agent Oswald” file, A fow things 
ettracte my attention because o* their formulation, Example, item 3, the 
FBI’s military -ear vice f iuger p rln h card merely "appeared to relate to ^s^ald”. 

One taints fingerprints ar more positive. (An;/ marginal markings, if you ask me 
for a cepy, are nine*) 

""hey :rt the ?nria "Legal Attache” (i.s. FBI eg nt in residence) involved. One of 
the strange things ho did is inform one of his sources r, os to cue present status <ff f 
J nr, r r ey r sv;ald v cn July lit., 1951. lc :e business abroad? (Item 24) 

The* re is no refe.enca tc any delruay j report, or cfaj by Quigley, and tne re are 

more by Fein than 1 remember. 

It confirms my charge (Mill, Sceheheaiezada ) that uosty did more investigating than 

he ' FBI tol Gc:nmission, eie ^erinr hod claimed. Thy Gil they hide thi3 10/30/63 
frosty report? 

The Jew Orleans arrest is in several items, end the FBI did investigate it, per se, 
■ith letter ;IC of ice reporting cn 8/21/63* Jewwe heve?Item 54 discloses special in- 
terest in Lemont pamphlet* Item 61 is © cablegram of 10/&E givin L . the rume of the 
Ho&oien official ho sew. This, to ne indicates ha v/oa talking to neople and they 
know who. Item 65 shows that before ll/5 their investigation hod extended to Robert 
and Little Ro ck ond incluled ev*n hi change of address* interestingly enough, 
the Inst h-oaty-Faine contact is omitted* ^his ends with only two 11/19 items ^fter 
*hp the rep^r the ll/l T 'aine ccntoct, which ia at least incomplete. 

The Rankin lstts says one c toe more important things tne Gomraission i3 doing is 
consider '’the extent to which various federal law enforcement jg-ncioa knev« of 
tne activities of lee xiarvey Oswald before taa essassinetion* * . ” The appended ques- 
tions include sane go oa ones real answers to v.nich x do not recall seeing* In it. 
Belles informant T-2 ccull be the files. It fails to esk for Quigley's report 
on ilia interview, ^tuckey gave s troadcastta e 8/22, so it was on file before the 
assassination. They wante to know the FBI evaluation of tne request for the Quigley 
interview. Question 21 I like: "Why was thi ~ information furnished (T^ FBI by 
Ident ^iv) under FBI nu-ibcr 527 925 D, and not under Oswald’s FBI Bureau File Number, 
which is 105-82555?” Also 23, ^hy didn’t the FBI ask tne II A for more when it lear- 
ned L&O had been to U5CR Emb? 26, on the three frosty invs. (Repirt says two) asks 
why three times in 8 days, an d did toey follow the Paine lead on employment’. ( They 
didn t, which indicates the visits had other purposes.) 29 asks about, the two 
"knoftn aubsersive agents” IHO contacted in the 15 days before ass. 30mis about -'the 
Gemberling omissions J279-83, report 2/11/64)* 


